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sold to C. Suppose also that Dutch internal law requires hire-purchase
agreements to be recorded in a public register, and holds that whether a
sale by the hirer is binding upon the owner depends upon whether the
agreement has been recorded.
A Dutch court, if required to adjudicate between A and C,
would be confronted with a conflict of laws case. It would
therefore be obliged to examine its own internal law in order to
ascertain whether the necessity of recording a hire-purchase
agreement applied to an agreement made abroad between two
foreigners. This would necessitate an investigation into the
policy of the law. Was the object to protect persons in Holland
who paid money on the faith of an ostensibly good title? If so,
registration would be necessary in the case of all movables
within the jurisdiction, no matter where or between whom the
hire-purchase agreement had been made. If this were the cor-
rect interpretation of the registration law, then an English
court, if seised of the case, should decide in favour of C. But
the policy of the Dutch law might be different. Its design might
be to strike only at agreements concluded in Holland. Or,
though its object might not be restricted in this way, the Dutch
courts, in the case of agreements concluded abroad, might have
made the validity of a foreign, agreement not registered in
Holland turn upon whether the owner had consented or had
not consented to the removal of the movables to another
country.
This simple truism, that the lex situs means the law that a Respective
court at the situs would apply to the case in hand and not^c£v°antc
necessarily the domestic law applicable to a purely domestic inter-
case, illustrates the correct role of private international law s
far as individual assignments of movables are concerned. Its &*
role is to choose what law shall determine the conflicting claims
of the parties. Its function in this regard is completed as soon
as it has ruled that the lex situs governs. Once this ruling has
been given, once the choice of law has been made, we pass
from the sphere of private international law, and it merely
remains for the English court to ascertain as a fact what parti-
cular principle a court at the situs would follow in the actual
circumstances. This appears to be an obvious and elementary
observation, but it is sometimes overlooked, with the result
that the complications of a part of the law not remarkable for
its simplicity are needlessly increased. In dealing with the
'choice of law' problem that arises where the subject-matter
of a hire-purchase agreement is removed to a foreign country

